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iiLlIc JoW-'fA'HOTT  C07rriiSifi£^  . 

3IPIED  .  J/^fl 


FOE  Ix^TSTEUGIIONS  AS 
TO  DISSEMINATION 
SEE 


S&pteubcr  I'^j  1953  , 

Ip7.-So-7S0-u^  =/'■ 

Bojiora.hTe  William  P.  Roger s  / 

iepu-by  Attorney  aeneral 

fn^ntTotZ "i ^T*°"  FOR  i.:sTr.LT,T.oxs  as 

Mhtngton,  u.  DIFSEMINATION 

1i,j,de<ir.!ir.  mgers:  .  see  FlLE/4^S:4i«^««’ 

It  Has  ooue  to  the 

Intelltgonos  Po’y'®'’®"'*® A^etAation^  r/a  intr-odLsd  Balling 
tHB  j-orm  Of  coJ-tttfC  or  Central  Xntolli- 

for  the  eetabl'ishment  °f L„a'tl  and  nyne  nei’Oiers  from 
gence  with  nine  roould  vxilco  CQ7it.inuing  studies 

the  House,  The  intelTin^nce  gency  and  of 

of  the  activities  of  the  ^  Vf  ir?telligencQ  affecting 

problomo  relating  to  ioorditiation  a>.d  utilis^ation 

the  national  ec.  Cl'  'vould  be  required 

by  the  /ttllS  anl  ourrentlij  inforimd  of  its 

to  keep  the  Joint  rn,'U'tii.jc  at  times  and 

Bctivitiss.  The  hi  oubpBsnn,  and  ,  ;-  . 

places  deemed  necessary  rrAiuction  of  books, 

lZ%T/ni  foUtJ^f“nroSiirl^?r?:ntf«n„  at  dee.nd  nnent^n^ 

It^as  Blao  eone  to  tho  otterAi.-^  /  t^  HfV.ll.  1$.  '■■ 
depar'tnental  Intelligence  i^.cre'  ir.tr odu cod  and  are 

in  tho  forn  of  oononrront  arc  identical  ; 

identioal'in  language*  e^coert  th7U  do  not  refer  . 

..ona„.  ..n,  nrontdo,  ^ 

ofHo  JO*"*  To^lVj’^rcZtZ^f-  «  .  ■ 

the  tntolligenco  ’^^Pp.^lZoTll^BtinB  the  national  '  :.  .1  ^ 

the  gathering  AA^^^^J'rtdTnation  and  utilisation  by  the  * 

eeonrityand  of  its  f 


TnfornW^ith  respccf  to  theiP  aotivi.^--^*  r  _ 

.  no.HBrfaf  tko 

t  Of  the  unanimbun- apinj,on.  that^ 


lelc.  H  >j73 
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becanie  lau.y  it  loould  seriotialy  affect  the  efficient  and  highly 
confidential  operationc  of  the  intelligence  aeruicos  and  Vioitld 
probably  coinpro^isc  confidential  infornante.  This  rcuJd  be 
particularly  true  in  uieio  of  the  fact  that  the  federal  Bureau 
of  Xnvestigationj  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff j  Q^?.,  of  ihe 
‘.r'^y>  Office  of  mval  Intelligence;  and  Lffioc  of  pedal 
Investigations  of  the  Air  force  could  he  required  to  prcduce  * 
for  the  ooTTGsiittee  ’'boohsj  papers  and  docunentOm  " 

In  ao  far  as  10?  relating  directly  to  Cj  lo 

concerned^  the  IIC  uembers  feel  that  language  should  be 
inserted  lokich  v?ould  specifically  exempt  from.  ooRci>  oration  by 
the  committee  the  internal  security  field  v>fiich  is  presently 
adequately  covered  by  the  IIC  and  the  ICIf  which  arc  directly 
responsible  to  the  I^ational  Security  Council  preside^'  over  by 
the  President*  It  is  noted  that  in  addition  fa  direct  respon¬ 
sibility  to  the  mtional  Security  Council  far  internal  security 
matter 8 j  the  agencies  represented  in  the  IIC  and  the  ICIP  are 
responsible  to  the  heads  of  their  various  departTien-^s, 

This  matter  is  being  called  to  your  attention  in 
order  that  you  may  be  ojoare  of  the  complete  undesirability  of 
S»S»  i'5S  and  16S  and  of  the  lasosi'  objections  to  ]y*S*  107* 

Pincerely  yourst 


Chairman 

InterdevartmentaZ  Intelligence  Conference 


}ffice  MsmorWHdum  •  united  sta^s  governme^7 


MR.  D. 


LADD 


DATS:  August-  IQ, 


H,  B^LMOJ^T 


all  niPOPwL,’’\'TTOT'r  COTJTATrem 


SUBJECT: 


BILLS  T(/'' ESTABLISH  A  JOINT  CONGRESSIC N-'.L 
COmiT’fEK  ON  INTELLIGENCE  MATTERS 


On  July  Slj  1953,  H,R»  167  was  introduced  by 
Mr,  Patterson.  The  bill  was  in  the  form  of  a  concurrent  ^  i 

resolution,  Tht  bill  called  for  the  establis  i,ment  of  a  ^  - 
Joint  Committee  on  Central  Intelligence  with  nine  Members 
from  the  Senate  and  nine  members  from  the  House.  The  Joint 
Committee  would  make  continuing  studies  of  the  activities 
of  the^Central  Intel lig_ence^_Agency  and  of  problems  relating 
to  the  gathering  of~intelligehce  affecting  the  national 
security  and  of'' its  coordination  and  utilisat  ion  by  the  various- 
departments  and  agencies,  CIA  would  he  reguirea  tc  keep  the 
Joint  Committee  fully  and  currently  informed  of  Ho  activities. 
The  committee  coula  hold  meetings  at  times  and  place  -  deemed 
necessary  and  could  require  by  subnoena,  and  ■  hf^rwise,  the 
attendance  of  witnesses,  production  of  books,  papers  aid 
documents  and  could  take  testimony  as  deemed  necessary. 

On  July  23,  1053,  H.R,  169,  in  the  form  of  a 
concurrent  resolution, was  introduced  J/r,  Tablrchi, 

Also  on  July  23,  1953,  H.R,  168,in  form  of  concurrent- 
resolution,  was  introduced  by  Mr.  Kelly,  H.R.  H'"  and  ISv  are 
identical  in  language.  Both  of  these  are  ider.'i  with 
H.R.  167,  analysed  above,  except  they  do  net  r  *  r  specifically 
.to  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency,  H.R.  168  an  I  169  provide, 
"The  joint  committee  shall  mace  continuing  studif^s  of  the 
\  intelligenct  activities  and  prjble^s  relaUng  tc  iH'  athering 
of  intelligence  affecting  the  national  security  and  of  its 
coordination  and  utilisation  by  the  various  departments  and 

agencies . The  Central  Intelligence  Agency  and  related 

intelligence  aeryiccs  shall  keep  the  joint  committee  fully 
]^and  currently  informed  with  respect  to  their  activities." 

J-t  appears  that  H.R.  168  and  169  were  worded 
differ ently  from.  H.R.  167  in  order  to  include  any  agency 
.  .l/'  _ _ „ -t- 1 1  ^  a-n  f.  £>  n  PCc-r'+'i.n,.  nnticnnl  securitu. 


*913 

^  if 

I  f  ‘  *  Harbo  -  . 

,  Kosen 
^  Tetcy  y — 

»  <  (»carty 

5  '  *  ^ele.  Room 

Holloman 
^1X00- 

^l^ts^pandv 


gathering  intelligence  affecting  the  national  security. 

This  would  include  the  FBI  and  the  other  Hi'  igbhcie s, 

I  If  such  a  bill  became  law,  the  Joint  C'->mmitt ce  couli  require 
[  t\e  Bureau  and  all  ether  intelligence  agencies  to  produce 
"books,  papers  and  documents"  as  the  committee  deemed  advisable. 


c|i  ‘  i 

Ml 

O.'  ,1 


ESS:hke 
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^  not  T---" 

176  mar  29 


75  n 


.  A  JO  ml;  :  t  . 

r  -  .  .i'iitoe  on  Intelligence  Matters 


recommendation: 

It  ia  recommended  that  this  matter  be  placed  on 
the  agenda  for  the  next  working  Committee  meeting  of  the  IIC 
and  that  consideration  be  given  by  the  IIC  to  calling  to  the 
attention  of  the  Attorney  aeneral  the  undesirability j  from  an 
IIC  standpoint j  of  H»  R»  168  and  H.R*  169, 


It  is  noted  that  the  bill  to  follow  the  activities 
of  CIA  might  be  desirable  inasmuch  as  CIA  is  an  independent 
organisation  responsible  only  to  the  Presidents  but  the  bills 
which  would  include  the  IIC  agencies  are  undesirable  from  an 
IIC  standpoint  inasmuch  as  each  of  the  IIC  agencies  is  respon 
cible  to  a  department  head  in  the  Executive  Branch  of  the 
Government. 


\  . 
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TH2  DIF^CTOR 


September  16,  19''3 


D.  i.'I.  Ladd 

BILLS  ro  2STABLISH  JjILT 
c  oij  GRF3SI  O'  I  L  c  o:-i: '  IT  IE 
OIJ  IirrELLIGENCZ.  r  AT  TEES 


HHcI 

PA.TE 


On  July  21,  1933,  16?  was  introduced  in  the  form 

of  a  concurrent  resolution  and  calls  for  the  establishment  of  a 
Joint  Committee  on  Central  Intelligence  with  nine  members  from 
the  Senate  and  nine  members  from  the  ■c'-^ouse .  ^The  committee  would 
mahe  continuing  studies  of  the  activities  or'^Gl^and  of 
nhoblems  relating  to  the  gathering  of  intelligence  affecting 
the  national  security  and  of  its  coordination  and  uitlization 
by  the  various  departments  and  agencies.  Cl"  would  be  required 
to  keep  the  Joint  ^ommittee  fully  and  currently  informed  of  its 
jctivities.  -^he  committee  could  holt®  meetings  as  deemed  necessa 
and  could  require  by  subnoena,  and  otherwise,  the  attendance  of 
v;itnedses,  production  of  books,  naners  and  ’ocuments. 


On  July  23,  1933,  K.R.  I68  and  H.R.  l69  in  the  form 
of  concurrent  resolutions  were  introduced  and  are  identical  in 
lan’uage.  ^oth  are  identical  with  K.R.  16?,  referred  to  ab-::ve 
except  t’-'ey  do  not  refer  specifically  to  CIA.  ■'•he  provide; 

"The  joint  committee  s’~all  make  continuing  studies  of 
the  Intelligence  activities  and  problems  relating 
to  the  gathering  of  intelligence  affecting  the  national 
security  and  of  its  coordination  and  utilization  by 
the  various  'epertvent s  and  agencies...  I’he  Central 
Intelligence  -^^gency  and  related  intelligence  services 
shall  keen  the  joint  com'plttee  fully  and  currently 
informed  with  respect  to  their  activities." 


ry 


This  matter  was  discussed  at  the  IJC  •orklng 
Corrmlttee  meeting  on  >jepbember  9,  1933,  and  attac''ed  heret  ■ 
is  a  suggested  IIC  letter  to  the  Genuty  Attorney  General 
reflecting  the  objection  of  the  IIC  agencies  to  H.R,  166  and 
H.R.  169  on  the  grounds  reporting  to  such  a  committee  i/ould 
seriously  affect  t’:e  efficient  and  hig  ■'ly  confidential 
operations  of  the  intelligence  services  and  would  probably 
compromise  confidential  ir-f  orrrants  .  -^he  sug  ■Rested  letter 
states  that  in  so  far  as  fl.R,  I6  ?  relating  directly  to  CIA 
is  concerned,  the  IJC  m^embers  feel  that  language  should  he 
inserted  which  x-jould  spe'-lf Ically  exev'Pt  from  con. '1  deration 
by  the  committee  t’le  internal  security  field  xihich  is  presently 
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Jr.  not  eecorusd 
'^-^•^^•=^^4/176  MAR  29  1954 


Hemorandum  for  the  '^irector,  9/l6/'^3 

adeouately  covered  by  the  IIC  and  the  which  are  directly 

resnonsible  to  the  ivational  Security  Council  ^resided  over 
by  the  President.  "^he  letter  notes  that  in  addition  to 
direct  responsibility  tr  the  tlSC,  f  cr  internal  securit;'’- 
matters,  the  agencies  reqnrsented  in  the  Ilb  a  nd  $he  IGIS 
are  responsible  to  the  heeds  of  their  various  departirents . 

R1SC‘1-::"^I\’DATI0IT; 

If  you  a  pprove,  it  is  rccommende'^  that  the 
attached  US  letter  be  signed  and  fcr  warded  to  the  henuty 
Attorney  General.  ■‘•‘he  letter  has  ’  een  approved  by  the  other 
merrbers  of  the  IIC. 
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STAKDARO  FORM  NO.  64 


Office  •  united  st.S^gov.ernmenj 


Mr.  Tolson 


DATE:  Sept.  24,  1953 


PROM  t  Li.  B.  Nichols 


' 


SUBJECT 


;  CIA  (?eri*/ ;  (  ?  ,  I  V  .  -C  ,  -  -  /  -  ./ 

INQUIRY  BY  SENATE  PERMANENT  SUBCOMMITTEE 
ON  INVESTIGATIONS 


TotsoD  i 
‘  Ladd-fe 

A 

^GWo- 

Harbo- 

Roseo- 


$■'  V  TeTp^Room  — 


fr'  V  Tele.  Room  — 

Holloman - 

Stzoo. - 

Miss  Gandy  — 


On  September  9>  1953,  I  submitted  a  memorandum  discussing 
a  visit  to  the  Bureau  by  Don  Surine  and  Mr.  O'Melia  of  Senator  McCarthy's 
staff.  One  individuals  referred  to  by  Surine  and  |~was 

la  former  Special  Agent.  The  Director  noted  on  page  4  of  this 
melhorandum  where!  lis  discussed  "What  do  our  files  show  re 


memorandum  where 

I?  H.  " 


permanent  brief,  brought  up  to  date,  is  attached. 


Office  Me. 


TO  .  ^  SIBECTOB 


DiCIiAS - 1'  - ■-  AT i !JH  Mti.i-  .-.i T  V  _■  L: ftlVEC 
IBI  I  i:  liECli&SSl  -  I  JN  G-UI 

DATE  03- Z:  2013 
C24W1SB80 


•  UNITED  SxXi^S  GOVERNMENT 


DATE: 

1953 


niOM  I  TSE  EXECUTIVES '  GONFE^NCE 


SDBiBcr:  ^  A'TTnti^.Q^  TtfFnv^  fiTTf)  V  BT  THE  BUREAU  OUTSIDE  TBE 

sxEnnTivs  lepartme^^  . . 


Tele.  Room  . 


The  Executives*  Conference,  consisting  of  Messrs*^ 
Ladd,  Nichols,  Clegg,  Qlavin,  Harbo,  Tracy,  Holloman,  Gearty 
and  Belmont,  on  October  14,  1953,  considered  current  policy 
relative  to  furnishing  information  from  Bureau  files  outside 
of  the  Executive  Departments  and  made  re  commendations  ae  to 
future  procedures*  As  the  problem  covers  a  wide  area,  it  is 
broken  down,  as  set  forth  below,  under  separate  captions  with 
the  Executives  *  Conference  recommendation  as  to  each: 

(l)  Dissemination  Under  Fro  gram  **Beepon8ibi  lities  of  the 

m  r  4  yt  ry%  1  .Oa  mm4  V*4  ^  V 


(y-k  J  (  ( 


Under  this  program  the  Bureau  volunteers  info r^atio^^ 
regarding  subjects  who  are  on  th^SecufTiy  Index  to  the  Governor  j 
of  a  state,  or  to  a  re spoMMble^local  official ^  whoever  is  mosiT 
dppro^rT^e  under  cirdumetonoca,  vihen  the  subject  is^ 
eagZMfiijDOt  g  ^uBIic  uti liijL^outsi^,±M  jv^^^^  es  JList 

(ot sa^fnS^ton  re  vital  facilities  list  is  made  to  Armed  Forces), 
or  in  a  public  or  semi-'public  organi  sation.  In  each  instance 
t^  Bureau  soecificallv  passes  upon  the  information  to  be 
! ! dijse^^tedj  eeemin^oti on  i s  oralj  and  the  field. is^ 

I  te^Tred  to  ^furnieh^a  stat^ement  reggrdi  ng  the  reliabi  li  ty  anj^ 
idi'scj^tfon  of^he^individual  to  whom  the  information  is  to  bjL 

I  gft^^Jefore_au^hpj^'^^ 

The  **Besponsi  bilfities  Program**  was  initiated  as  a 
[result  of  the  conference  on  February  12.,  1951,  between  the  ^ 

I  Director  and  a  Committee  of  Governors  appointed  by  the 
lExecutive  Committee  of  the  Governors  *  Conference ,  The  Committee 
lioas  designated  to  come  to  Washington  for  the  purpose  of 
Ideveloping  greater  coordination  in  the  field  of  internal  security 
'^between  the  state  and  Federal  governments* 

The  basis  for  the  Bureau  *8  present  policy  under  this 
\  Program  is  a  menorandwn,  dated  February  13,  1951,  which  points 
\  out  that  if  we  consider  the  fact  that  the  Bureau  is  responsible 
I  for  the  internal  security  of  the  country  as  a  whole  and  that 
\  public  utilities,  public  organizations  and  semi-public  organi- 
\zations  are  serving  larpe  portions  of  the  people,  it  is  plain 

ac  -  Ur,  Clegg  i,  T' 

Ur.  Uohr  {] / 


AHBttlc 


MEMORANDUM  FOB  THE  DIRECTOR 


that  we  have  a  responsibility  for  the  protection  of  the 
facilities  when  we  have  inforaiation  of  a  subversive  nature 
affecting  theaim  The  memorandum,  points  out  that  our  responsi'- 
bility  is  to  the  people  and,  therefore,  the  recipient  of  any 
information  we  may  furnish  should  be  the  state  or  local 
governor,  or  police  department,  representing  the  people. 

This  was  discussed  at  Executives  ^  Conference  on  February  16, 

1951,  and  instructi ons  were  sent  the  field  by  SAC  Letter 
#19  dated  February  17,  1951,  The  field  was  instructed  that 
local  conditions  would  govern  the  selection  of  the  agency 
to  which  the  information  was  to  be  {volunteered;  in  some 
instances  it  would  be  advisable  to  furnish  information  to 
the  governor^  and  in  others,  more  aavisable  to  deal  directly 
with  some  local  official  with  whom  the  field  office  had 
excellent  relations  and  whose  di scretion  had  been  established, 

I  such  as  the  Chief  of  Police  or  Mayor, 

Under  this  Program  the  Bu^reau  has  disseminated 
information  regarding  subjects  of  Security  Index  cards  to 
a  large  number  of  state  and  local  Officials,  Our  requests  that 
the  relationship  be  kept  confidenti\al  have  been  honored  in 
nearly  all  cases.  However,  the  City  Manager  of  Cincinnati, 
filbur  B»  Kellogg,  to  whom  we  recer^tly  volunteered  information 
n  confidence  regarding  an  employee^,  of  the  City  of  Cincinnati , 
hevealed  to  the  press  under  political  pressure  that  the  Bureau 
jpos  his  source  of  information.  There  have  been  one  or  two  other 
anstonces  wherein  it  was  indicated  that  a  confidential  arrangement 
jin  furnishing  this  information  was  abused,  but  not  as  flagrant  as 
in  the  case  of  Mr,  Kellogg,  In  each  instance  where  our  confi’- 
dsnee  is  abused,  a  question  is,  of  pourse,  raised  regarding 
our  standard  claim  that  the  files  of  the  FBI  are  confidential. 


Executives^  Conference  Recommendations 


the  Bureau  under  this 
to  the  people  of  this 


The  Executives^  Conference  unanimously  felt  that 
the  advantages  of  disseminating  inf  formation  under  this  program 
outweigh  the  disadvantages  and  that 
program  is  meeting  a  responsibility 

country.  The  Conference  felt  further  that  this  program  is 
the  Bureau* s  answer  to  any  claims  by  state  or  local  officials 
that  the  Bureau  is  not  cooperating  fn  the  security  field. 

The  Conference  unanimously  felt  that  dissemination  should 
continue  to  be  restricted  to  Security  Index  subjects  and  that 
we  should  not  volunteer  info rmation\ regarding  individuals  not 


-  j?  - 


Son  the  Security  Index,  Any  exceptiona  to  this  rule  ahould  be 
Jmoat  carefully  conaidered.  The  Conference  vote  waa  aplit  aa 
I  to  the  Tx^hod  of  diaaeminations  ^  ^ 

li^sisii^sa^  rartd.  #ol7Am/xii  nnd.  J9a 7mnn‘^ « T*AAAifu»i»n#ii»H 


^  j 


^  Mesara.  Ladd^  Gearxy^  Salloman  and  Belmont  ^reooTmended 

that  hereafter  diaamination  under  thia  progr<m  ahould  be  made 
confidentially  'Jo^l^lte^aifaie’^’W^rnor,  or  inaia  dSaence  or  jy^ 
reason  exia'^awhy  it  ahould  not  be  furnished  to  the  governor  f 
to  anomer^eaponaible^j^±a1ig^Jgtffj^jE^,jc$jocmxendMd.J^^  field 
offi ce^  If^a  gooZ  reason  exists  why  the  information  cannot 
be  given  to  the  governor  or  state  official^  we  can  then  consider 
aa  an  exception  furnishing  the  information  to  a  reliable  local 
I  official.  This  procedure  would  have  the  effect  of  keeping  our 
di  aaemination^^onalti^  atdW'TeveT^anS'Te  evicting  di  aaemination 
to  46  atatesl  father  than  to  nimeA^a  local . ^fJfijcialaZ ik  iC' 

Meaara.  Sbrbo,  Glavinl  m'dhola,  Cl^g  and  Tracy 
i  recommended  that  we  continue  aa  under  our  current  policy,  i 
j  that  the  information  be  disseminated  to  the  governor  of  the 
state  or  other  state  official,  or  to  a  reaponaible  local 
official  or  chief  of  police,  whoever  ia  the  moat  appropriate 
under  the  circumstancea,  with  the  understanding  in  each  case 
\that  the  information  ia  furniahed  confidentially.  They 
'  pointed  out  that  if  we  reatrict  disaemination  to  the  state 
j  level,  the  governor  will  have  to  pass  the  information  along  to 
I  local  officials  who  can  take  action  and,  consequently,  more 
I  persona  than  absolutely  necessary  will  be  cogniaant  of  the 
'dissemination  by  the  Bureau.  They  felt  that  local  officials 
[\will  honor  the  confidential  nature  of  the  information  to  a 
^greater  degree  if  the  Bureau  deals  directly  with  them. 


■,ate  Qoverno\\ 


As  a  result  of  the  conference  on  February  12,  1951, 
with  representatives  of  the  Governors’  Conference,  they 
\  gdui  aed  that  if  the  governors  deai  red  information  concerning 

dn~  individual  ‘to  be  appointed  tpig^sWQte  go uernment  office,  the 
Bureau  would  furnijh^  inform  to  that  QOvernoin,n  response 

id  his  request.  We  have  provided  information  to  several  state 
governors  including  Governor  Warren,  Governor  Fine  and  others. 
Recently,  we  discontinued  information  to  Governor  Fine. 


The  Executives’  Conferenlse  unanimously  recommended 
that  we  continue  to  accept  such  requests  from  governors  and 
confine  our  name  checks  to  requests  re  persona  being  considered 
for  appointment  to  a  state  government  position  and  that  the 


jaaterial  furni  shed  should  be^ 


?  #P“.r£?.  Q-L»  Each 


request  will  be  considered  on  vt^s  merits  and  if  a  reason  exists 
why  the  information  should  not  bd  ^umi  shed,  the  request  will, 
b/  course,  not  be  honored.  /Vj-  '  ^  ^  - 


-)  <x. 


V..„4 


,  X/ 

."-'V  V 
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MEMORANDUM  FO^THE  DIRECTOR 

(3)  g^Qqia 

On  January  14,  1943,  Ugo  Caruai,  then  Executive 
Aaai  atant  to  the  Attorney  General^  recommended  to  the  Director 
that  the  FBI  furnish  to  the  Aneridan  National  Red  Groaa 
^  memoranda  in  response  to  their  requests  for  name  checlea*  We 
have  made  name  checks  for  the  Red]CrosB  since  that  time,  but 
do  not  furnish  them  the  results  of  loyalty  investigations* 
Because  of  their  close  association  with  the  defense  effort 
and  the  fact  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  is  the 
honorary  head  of  the  American  Red  Icross,  it  has  generally  been 
regarded  as  <0  quasi  governmental  qgenoy* 

Exsautiues*  Oonferenae  Recommendation: 


(4) 


(5) 


he  2|ed  Groat 
.it- 


The  Gonference  unanimously  recommended  that  we 
continue  to  make  name  checks  ^f or  the  . 

Polic^e  PejiartmentSL 

Section  5D2a  of  the  Manual  of  Rules  and  Regulations 
provides  that  upon  receipt  of  a  specific  request  for  informal 
tion,  a  field  office  map  furnish  information  of  a  public  source 
nature  relating  to  subversive  maivera  by  blind  memorandum  to 
pfd^per^yepreaj^^ atives  j>f  ioucSllai^d  state  law  enforcement 
d^hci^aV^  The  Bureau’s  identity  as  source  must  be  kept 
c  bhfi  ^eWt  ial*  ! 

Since  July  27,  1950,  th^  Bureau  has  processed  names 
of  applicants  of  the  Metropolitan  .Police  Department  in  view  of 
the  Director’s  opinion  that  the  Metropolitan  Police  Department 
|is  aemi-Federal,  inasmuch  as  it  polices  the  Nation^a  Gapital* 

The  New  York  Office  makes  name  checks  of  probationary 
patrolmen  of  the  New  York  Gity  Poj^ioe  Department  with  Bureau 
authority*  \ 

Exejiutiiie.sl  Qjmferenoe  Recommendation: 

The  Executives  ^  Gonference  recommended  that  we 
continue  our  policy,  as  set/?forth  l^bpve,  regarding  PoMce 
Departments*  * 

General  Accounting  Office;  dovernment  Printing  Office\ 

_ Library  of  Gonaress 


Employees  of  these  agencies  are  processed  under 
Executive  Order  10450  (Employees’  Security  Program)  by  Depart-- 
mental  authorisation*  Our  investigative  reports  are  furnished 
to  these  agencies  through  Givil  Service  Govmission*  These 
agencies  occasionally  submit  names  of  persons  who  may  have  access 
to  restricted  areas  or  infomation  to  the  Bureau  for  name  checks* 

Executives’  Gonference  Reconmendationt 


The  Executives  ’  Confers^ 
continue  these  investigations  and 


ce  unanimously  recommended  we 
name  checks* 


0 


MEMOPANBUM  FOR  THE  DIRECTOR 


-the  United  Statesm  This  practice  resulted  from  the  relationships 
which  we  developed  with  foreign  polige  agencies  while  the  Bureau 
was  a  member  of  the  International  Criminal  police  Commission 
and  because  it  furthers  the  cooperation  afforded  the  Bureau's 
representatives  stationed  abroad  when  contacting  these  agencies 
with  regard  to  Bureau  investigative  ikatters  having  foreign 
ram  ifications,  \ 


Executives'  Conference  Recommendation: 


we 


The  Executives'  Conference 
continue  the  above  policies  as  set 


(7)  U,  ig>  Courts. 


unanimously  recommended  that 
forth,  z' 

Z 


We  have  received  requests  from  time  to  time  from 
Judges,  including  former  Chief  Justice  Fred  Vinson  and  Justice 
Tom  Clark,  for  information  from  our  files  generally  in  connection 
with  individuals  they  plan  to  employ  in  their  offices.  In  such 
instances  appropriate  information  has  been  furnished  to  these 

officials  without  obtaining  Departmerital  approval, 

\ 

Executives'  Conference  Recommendatton:\ 

The  Executives'  Conference  \^nanimously  recommended  that 
we  continue  handling  these  requests  as  in  the  past,/' 

(s)  Sex  Deviates, 


of 


Memorandum  for  Bureau  Officials  and  Supervisors 
June  20,  1951,  set  forth  a  uniform  pdlicy  for  furnishing  inform 
mation  concerning  allegations  conoerA(ing  present  and  past  employees 
of  any  branch  of  the  United  States  Government,  In  addition  to 


specific  instructions  for  furnishing 
Branch,  specific  individuals  were  deaj 
type  of  information  in  the  Legislative 
States  Senate,  the  Botanical  Gardens, 
the  House  of  Representatives,  General 


information  to  the  Executive 
ignated  to  receive  this 
e  Branch,  i,e,,  the  United 
the  Library  of  Congress, 
Accounting  Office,  and 


Government  Printing  Office,  A  specified  individual  was  designated 
to  receive  information  concerning  sex  deviates  among  employees 
of  the  Judicial  Branch  of  the  Government,  In  the  past  since  the 
designation  of  this  policy,  dissemination  has  been  made  in 
accordance  with  the  policy  set  forth. 
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MEMORANDIM  FOR  THE  DIRECTOR 


Executivea'  Conference  ReGonmendatiom 


The  Executives*  Conference  unanimously  recommended 
that  we  continue  our  policy  in  connection  with  the  dissemination 
of  information  on  sex  deviates,  \/  ^ 

}A 

(9)  other  Individuals,  ^  ’  M  ‘ 


The  general  rule  followed  jio/iea  requests  are  received 
|/or  information  from  Bureau  files  frpm  other  individuals  outside 
ithe  Executive  Branch  of  the  Federal  flovernment  is  to  advise 
Ithem  that  we  are  unable  to  assist  in  view  of  the  confidential 
\\nature  of  FBI  files  and  that  we  are  not  permitted  to  release 
llsuch  information  except  upon  the  expressed  direction  of  the 
^Attorney  General,  All  requests  of  this  type  are  individually 
jiconsidered  and  information  is  furnished  where  the  beat  interests 
Hof  the  Bureau  would  be  served  after  approval  is  given  by  responsible 
{‘^Bureau  officials.  Among  the  individuals  who  have  been  furnished 
information  are  members  of  the  new  Administration  who  were  furnished 
information  from  our  files  prior  to  the  change  in  Administration, 

I  ex-President  Herbert  Hoover,  a  Commissioner  of  Municipal  Civil 
■Service  Commission  in  New  York  City,  and  the  Department  of  Welfare 
^ in  New  York  City, 

Executives*  Conference  Recommendations 


The  Executives'  Conference,  unanimously  recommended  that 
we  continue  our  rule  that  the  files  of  the  Bureau  are  confidential 
and  that  any  exceptions  to  thiSjj'ule  must  ^  carefully  consficU 

(10)  Bar  Associations,  ^  M 


red. 


From  time  to  time  the  BurSau  has  extended  assistance 
to  Bar  Associations  in  selected  situations  when  to  do  so  appeared 
to  be  in  the  public  interest.  In  several  districts  inquiries  have 
been  received  from  time  to  time  regdrding  applicants  to  the  Bar 
and  information  has  been  furnished  o\n  a  confidential  basis.  In 
addition,  requests  have  been  received  regarding  disbarment  proceed- 
inga,  such  as  the  current  case  invoicing  attorney  Emanuel  Bloch  in  NY» 

Executives*  Conference  RecommendatiJi^nt  The  Conference  unanimously 
recommended  that  we  stop  furnishing  \informati  on  to  the  Bar  Associations 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  appears  from  Mr,  Nichols*  memo  of  October 
13,  1953,  that  the  National  Conference  of  Bar  Examiners  in  Denver  may 
have  been  abusing  our  confidence  by  advising  that  we  have  been  furnish- 
[in,g  information.  Relative  to  disbarment  proceedings,  the  Conference 
\felt  that  each  instance  should  be  considered  on  the  merits  of  the 
lease.  For  example,  in  the  case  of  Emanuel  Bloch,  it  is  to  the  public 
[linterest  that  the  Bureau  furnish  such  information  as  is  possible,  / 
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A  DISSEMINATION  OF  INFORMATION  TO  CONCfiRESSIONAL  COMMITTEES 


Mr.  Nichols  presented  to  the 
information  to  Congressional  Committees.  It 
furnished  information  to  the  following  Congres 


C^onference  the  matter  of  furnishing 
was  pointed  out  that  we  had 
sional  Committees: 


Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  En«: 
Senate  Appropriations  Commit! 
Senate  Armed  Services  Commi 
Preparedness  Subcommittee  to 
House  Committee  on  Un-Ameri 
Senate  Judiciary  Committee 
House  Judiciary  Committee 
Senate  Committee  on  Labor  an4 
Subcommittee  on  Labor  Manag 
Senate  Committee  on  Labor  a 
Senate  Foreign  Relations  Comni: 


rgy 

ee 

•ttee 

the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee 
ilcan  Activities 


We  have  furnished  information  to  the  Senate^ 
the  late  Summer  when  the  Committee  appointe|d 
Staff  Director.  Since  then  no  information  has 


It  was  further  pointed  out  that 
requests  from  other  Committees  and  there  hay 
which  are  no  longer  functioning  such  as  the 
Foundations  (the  old  Cox  Committee  in  the  Hop 
matter  of  present  relations,  the  Senate  Intern 
Committee  on  which  there  is  a  continuing  pro^ 
established  by  the  Attorney  General  personally 
the  advent  of  the  new  Administration,  this  rela 


Public  Welfare 
pment  Relations  of  the 
iid  Public  Welfare 
ittee  - -relations  with  Senator  Wiley 

nvestigating  Committee  up  until 
former  Special  Agent  Carr  as 
been  furnished  to  this  Committee. 


the 


re  may  have  been  some  isolated 
e  been  requests  from  Committees  -v 

ect  Committee  to  Investigate 
se).  It  was  pointed  outtJaarT'as  a 
Security  Committee  Ts  the  only 
ram  of  cooperation  which  was 
on  March  15,  195L  i^ollowing 
tionship  has  been  continued. 


il 


It  was  the  unanimous  recommendation  of  Messrs.  Ladd,  Holloman, 
iBelmont,  Gearty,  Clegg,  Harbo  and  Nichols  there  be  no  change  in  relationship 
(With  the  Internal  Security  Commi|^e.  Mr.  Clegg  pointed  out  that  considerable  good 
has  come  ft  o the  Bureau  from/amiable  relationship  with  the  Senate. 


Those  members  of  the  Conference  present  also  unanimously 
recommended  that  there  be  no  change  in  the  redations  with  the  Senate  and  House 
Appropriations  Committees  and  the  Senate  and 
Of  course  the  cooperation  extended  the  Joint  C( 
pursuant  to  the  law. 
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House  Judiciary  Committees, 
ommittee  on  Atomic  Energy  is 


The  Conference  was  unanimous 
that  requests  from  all  other  Committees  be  r 
I  has  been  the  traditional  manner  of  respondingj 


however,  in  recommending 
^ferred  to  the  Department,  which 
to  Congressional  requests. 


The  Conference  felt  that  the  rejlationship  with  the  Appropriations 
Committee  was  a  little  different  inasmuch  as  jthe  broad  overall  authority  of 
the  Appropriations  Committees  was  different  than  that  of  any  other  Committee 
of  Congress.  The  same  reasoning  was  advanced  with  reference  to  the  Judiciary 
Committee  which  has  the  overall  supervision  of  the  Department  incomes. 


INVESTIGATION  OF  APPLICANTS  FOR  CONGRESSIONAL  COMMITTEES:  ^ 


On  March  9,  1953,  Mr.  Rogers 


I  Departmental  policy  that  the  Bureau  would  coiitinue  to  make  applicant  investigatiojjs^ 
1  for  the  following  Committees  of  the  House  anq 


1. 

2. 

3. 

V4. 

5. 


Judiciary  Committees 
Appropriations  Committees 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic 
Armed  Services  Committee 
Foreign  Relations  Committee 


The  Conference  was  unanimous 
this  proceeding. 


(H  • 


established  as  a  matter  of 


the  Senate: 


Energy 


in  recommending  no  change  in 


REQUEST  FOR  NAME  CHECKS  FROM  MEMBERS  OF  CONGRESS  ON 
PROSPECTIVE  EMPLOYEES:  i 


The  Conference  was  unanimous 
our  present  procedure  which  is  pretty  much  that  of  handling  each  request  on  an' 
individual  basis.  Requests  fall  in  the  following  categories; 


in  recommending  a  continuation  of 


a.  Where  a  il^mber  of  Congress  requests  background 

on  a  former  employee,  the  Service  record  is  now  furnished. 


b. 


Requests  for  name  checks  ojn  individuals  previously 
investigated  by  the  Bureau  f  t  other  Government 
agencies.  At  the  present  time  there  is  no  question 

about  replying  to  such  reque  sts  for  the  5  Committees 
for  whom  we  make  applicani:  investigations.  Others 
are  handled  on  an  individual  basis. 
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Date  of  Removal 


This  Is  to  be  removed  from  file  upon  the  return  of  the  item  and 
forwarded  to  the  Coordinator  of  Mail  and  Files 


EeMjvedty  ^ 


Date  Request  Received 


! 

e 

i 
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Work  Aoaiftst  Allies 


St  »!»  AsMiJatei*  Pna 


LC2KRN,  SwltiserJand,  Nov.  3. ; 
j— Riltlolph  Roessler.  Russia's! 

I  WorW  War  H  master  spy,  testt- ! 

I  fled  Sn  Swiss  federal  court  today ' 
ttet  an  American  woman  in- 1 
teUigenco  agent  tried  to  enlist! 
his  services  after  ttte  war  "to 
,  I  counteract  French  and  British ' 
influence  in  Germany."  ; 

Roessler.  56-year-old  Bavarian 
ejrile,  Is  charged  with  mlatn^  ■ 
Swiss  neutrality  by  maintaining  1 
!  a  postwar  espionage  service  for! 
Czeciioslovakia  against  the  NATO  ' 
powers  in  Western  Europe.  j 
He  has  confessed  sending  re-  f 
ports  to  the  Czechs  since  104'7  on  ■ 
the  political ,  econmnic  and  mil¬ 
itary  activities  of  tlie  Western  ( 
allies  ■  in  Gei-many  '■  A 

Roessler  ttrid  the  tribunal  to-' 
day  that  he  was  approaching  ui  i  | 
1846  by  Ml'S,  Emll;^Rado,  whom ; 
he  Identified  as  an  Otmertoan  in-  * 
telligenca  agent,  on  the  lostruc-  i  \ 
tlons  of  the  German  section  of  1 
the  State  Department  t 

^ ,  "She  wanted  us  enlist  rpe  for  1 
I  United  States  intelligence  and  '  c 
also  through  me  to  make  con-1- 
;  tacts  with  numerous  other 
Persons,  mainly  in  Gemanv." ! 
Boe,sKl<»T  said  "She  was  Inter- . : 
ested  tnaiuly  in  counteracting ' 
French  and  British  influence  In  ■  • 
Germany."  , 

>  Roessler  said  he  refused  the  • 
j  offer,  but  knew  that  Mrs.  Redo  « 
f  moved  freely  about  Switzerland  >  i 
J  for  majw  months  “and  found  a  1 
large  munber  of  coUaborators  1 1 
i  who  were  willing  and  able  to  '  e 
asidfd:  her."  t 

1  Roe^r  said  that  in  1951  he  c 
Was  approached  for  the  second 
j  time  by  United  States  intelli¬ 
gence.  Roessler  said  he  rejected 
both  offers  beeau.5e  he  was  op-  i  ^ 
WJSed  to  United  states  policies' 
aimtag  at  rearmament  of  Ger-  ‘ 
mahy.  tl 

During  World  War  II.  Roaster  P* 
was  one  of  the  Soviet  Union's  ®‘ 
most  vital  sourca  of  military 
batelUgence  from  Germany  ” 
lining  1843  and  1844  be  mo- 
the  Soviet  tMiOit  steaf 
<^ly  wlHx  an  aecurate 
#  the  German  mder  p#  l^Rtle 
RnasAer  tarn  eonsls^!^  le-  ; 

aciuetotagf. 


TestHyUtt 

t»8s.  P8tl^ , 


Ahked  -H-  - 
5ource«rv.  ^  V  ! 
Uonl'  F-  s;  '  ; 
don’t  kn  *  .  , 

j  actly.  but  1  .  . 
the  Christ  s-' 

"H  I  re  •: 
Roessifr'',  ,  ‘I 
through  J  < 
with  the  '  ■ 

1  Geneva,  u  ;  j  . 
j  Admiral  C  ■■  ; 

I  to  the  1.  '•  ' 

j  helm  Ct.'  i 
1  intelllget*. 
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.he  knew  the 
. . '  mtw-ma- 
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■  .‘..y  were  va 
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Paul  H.  NIfze  fo  Head  • 

Foreign  Service  6roup 

I  By  the  Associated  Press 

j  Paul  H.  Nitze,  former  dii'ector  ' 
:  of  the  State  Department’s  policy 
planning  staff,  was  chosen  yes- 
I  terday  to  be  president  of  the 
jPoreign  Service  Educational 
Foundation. 

j  He  succeeds  Gov.  Christian  A. 

■  Herter  of  Massachusetts  as  the 
[second  president  in  the  founda-  ‘ 
j  tion’s  10-year  history. 

The  foundation  describes  itself 
as  a  privately  supported  organi¬ 
zation  designed  to  promote  better 
j  understanding  of  foreign  trade 
problems  by  businessmen  and 
Government  officials.  It  is  affili¬ 
ated  with  the  Johns  Hopkins 
.  University  School  of  Advanced 
International  Studies. 

I  Mr.  Nitze,  46,  a,  former  vice 
president  of  the  New  York  in- 
I  vestment  banking  firm  of  Dillgn,  . 
iRead  &  Co.,  resigned  from  the 
i  State  Department  last  June  after 
'  13^years  in  Federal  service, 
i  He  first  came  to  Washington 
as  an  assistant  to  the  late  James 
V.  Forrestal,  one-time  Secretai-y 
of  Defense.  He  lives  near  La  « 

,  Plata,  Md. 


i'" 
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December  23,  1953 


MEMORANDUM  TO  MR.  TOLSON: 


/y} 


While  discus sizig  other  matters  with  Senator  Hickenlooper  on 
December.  23,  he  Vtated  that  upon  his  return  from  his  trip  to  South  America 
Alcin  Dulles  contacted  him  about  the  possibility  of  issuing  a  statement  on  h.s 
observatiipe  in  South  America,  particularly  with  refer*-  ice  to  Communism. 
Hickenloopef 'told  Dulles  he  would  do  it,  but  that  he  di'l’  t  have  th.;'  much 
informatiqi^  ‘  Dulles  stated  that  he  would  have  1»js  people  prepare  a  statement 
for  him#-  They  have  not  done  so  as  yet.  Hickenlo  <per  ti  d  Du  les  that  he 
wanted  the  statement  several  days  prior  to  its  rei<  v  e  si.  lat  lie  co  ild  ao 
over  it  very  car®>fully. 


I  gather  from  Hickenlooper  that  he  was  flattei  d  to  •?<?  jt.ed  to 
make  such  a  statement,  but  at  the  same  time  is  a  little  quizsT-*  il  about  '.  hat 
might  be  in  it.  I  couldn't  help-but  wonder  if  this  might  not  t<  -  new  public 
relations  tactic  on  the  part  of  Cl^  to  build  up  committee  met  “s  of  Congress 
by  flattering  their  ego  with  pu'b'iicity^  If  this  bi  the  c,-  t  set  ns  like  a  very 
smart  move.,  , 


LBN:ps 


Respectful 


^4..  Nici  .s 
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